I

described as radical Conserya-
Ttive, : )
Referring 1o the secyot docy-
ment hoax, My, Buckley gaid®
“The idea arose af ap ¢

st

. 2 P ' G(\ VTN
' . vi . V i ‘ - " i eeling {wo wegks a439,
- New York @-With a heoad'pers, o something Jiie them,' | % discussine the 1007
L Whamy (0 Tt o . s were discussing  the Ientagon
grin, William I, Duckiey, Jl-,;mL‘.Sl kave heen wrilten, Thore- papers as released and the fael
dilor, revealed vesterdav theils ) e : T LTRERE Al
CJ:’-O_A, 1.0\'C§JK'J..‘N:5 rady f'}'-l] ore; one concludes (hat the dif- they were Ideologically tendan-
TR I o N\ rad 2. . N . v °
pub] C‘,'“O“ ”,11 };b ”G"L‘(\",Z“jy¢}‘° ically was ot that the Penta Ligus. - . ,
23 eyen ci-callmel enpys ouiany M P . I » s . .
view of so-called secre 1giliam gon and the ClA gave LRI ba ]\Vﬁ in fac[, initiated the jdea,

tocnments was 2 hoax, . advice, but that LI didw 1akeMd said, ‘Hey, team, what do youl

“latr el AR . A N 1y o v H
Mr. Buckley s,.n-.l‘g.v de ‘l!good advice.” . think “about this— 9 We werell
ments were composed by editors, o ; . rematking on the point Maxwell
of ihe magazine “ex nihilo™..| Mr. Buekley's revelation of n s pon Me

o | . i o aylor miade thal {he papers

f [N 5y Ao L apan el

oul of nothing, the hozx came afier 51“’1”(.‘3’“ were fragmentary, :
Intendad Purpose Citnd arose wnen several persons list- “Created Thom”

The infended purpose, r.ed 25 anthors of {he printed. “We reasoned that others gt
Buckley told a nevs cd:*.feron:':c,Ido\.:tlunent.e: could nof J'ec;a11l| that- tnpe‘saw what was actually
was {o demonsirale in regard to writing them. One {lally demsu; hélippeumg H"nd fave z:pmopmalgo
the carliev Pentagon babers authorship eredited 1o his name, advice o the government, Ve
“that the Pentagen and the CIA! Not The Pirst et |i1£:n creafed (hem. Thal siep
are 1ol corposed of ircompa-| ) o i <t vt RS Casy for Nationel Review
iteals . . that forged documents’ 1t Was mo the firs| PUZOR oifopg, : :
fronld e widely accepled as S1380d by e 45-ycur-old B UM Buckley said he had a
H 9 S WG UG s , N . . >,

Lronuing prosiidad (oo ontent Buckley, brother of New York's-hand in com posing the false dog-
genuine provided thelr contenl’ sy SO 5 HIe

bwas jaherently vlausible ‘conservative Senator Jameg L.luments, but would not say who:
[B1x4 i - ALY b B T e . - reyyr - - g 1, - .
ithat the challenge iy Sourtheast Buekley. Tn 1963, \‘,'JI_hE«.m 01} tLhe Mmagazine's stafl wrole

o e anac sal ey rain unsuceessfully lor mavey what, .

Asia was an aspact of the global Joy ran unsuccessiully for may
:\Iﬂa]‘lﬁp(ﬁe to( ﬁm Yest, ol a of Now York, sivinging together  On July 16, Mr. Buckley went
AN = y bV . - g PR
local afiajr” : flong and Jittle-lmowy words, hul on, lheﬂmf’{:ﬂﬂﬂﬁ meiled 6,000
Later, Nir. Buckley fold a re-;Summing up by saying that if letlers “lo our closv'esll, friends

"td U’{ hi ':\fq;;li‘ym“ ,;ql.l iclected he would “demand a re- 2 subporters of National Re-
porter al his Menhatlan aperl-;clecied view advising them of whal ywe

- - reount, W a g them vhatl v
raent: o ware (et
. . . . o s, Buckley founded the Na- Were doing, ,
“If the advice given in the! Mr. Bucl ley fou ; Several subserihars have heen

—

43 R P H [P Pk v
megezine had  buzen fo]lo'\‘;ed,;f’io”(;l }}.“i‘;;“;(;‘vog-lv;}){” ;Ohlig}llthl?i conlacied but said ey had not
Lol o Vil -this politics tlook, which e : : -
Awe would’t be in Vielnam f{o I’ . s ©reccived such a lelter, .
day. The point is thai fic pa-l : “Invited Discovory” :
“We mentioned alo| of pzople
. we didn’t have (o mention.” My,

Buckley said. <7n (hat sense, we
invited discovery, We couldn’t
have heen. surpriseq it within
-lwo hours after it appeared il
had been called a hoax, We viere
more surprised than anyhody af
reading ., | that not even Dean
Rusk had been able to deny ‘what
‘was printed.” :
L Asked if the magazine plamned
any future capers, Mr. Buckley
replied: “Maybe we should re-,
veal the ‘delibérations of the
< Central Committee of the Peo-
ple’s Repablic of China after
the meeting with Kissingey”

In his news conference, Mr,
Buckley  said: “Co-operation
from  government officials was!
~nelther given nop solght.” J

“Those o will want 1o ques-
tion the methods we used in
order lo.make guy demonsiralion
may proceed to do 50,7 My,
‘Bueklay's news conference state-
-ment said, “We. admi that we
Proceedod in something of an
ethical vaccum,

' | 2.3
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The intendod purpose,
told 2 ne &\ comference, waos 1o de-
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Pentagon pay “at

wers Hthat the Pontagon
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(,em],\,(vm t’wu f( reed doce
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inherenlly 1
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‘ Gilost Mave Dem

Later, Bucliey told &
his Manhattan sparvtme
advice ,,_m‘i i the ms
been {ol owcd
Vietoam today
papers, or

{hin I\'r),

not o Joeal affsiv” ™ .
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‘lx the

it the
hem,

Janust have o,en written, clora
one conchidas that incumu' Ly wad
not that the Pentagen and the CIA
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the pri ‘.h d docum
call writing them, :
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“Buckley, 43,

York's Cons = 11.
Buckley: 7'
Bud\l.,y founded the Ni-

docuiment hoax, Buckl

tional Review in J%-t {o
further his political out-
look, which he deserd) GLL
as radical-conscrvative.

Referring to the seeret-

63
said:s e idea avose ab an
cditerial raecting tw
weehks ago yeste 1‘1?}
(Monde .3). We were dis-
cussing the Pentagon pa-
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Soveral subseribers have
Jseen coniactad but said
they had ol veceivad sunh
alettev,

v meniionad a ot of
s \J')I’ we didn't have 1o
R} Fuekley  sald.
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T hiy nows couferance,
Buckley said:  "Cooperas
Adon from government ofil-
¢ials was nelther given
nor sought,

"Phose who will want to
question the methoc’s We
need in order to malke ouv
demonstiation way  pro-
coed fo do go. Wa admit
that we pmuﬂr{ﬂd in
somaething . of an
vacuuwm,
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Washington, Boor "i in
saddy " can tell you 1 did
not viiite that decument, I
have never hieard of that
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Meanwhile, Adm, Ar-
UmL W, Radiord, cinir

ian of the Joint Chx s of
bh:ll. under Presidend
Dwight D,
joined  three otbers,
whoim Natienal Review
11’11)11&*‘ docurncils,
soying he conld not

to
at-
by

recall

a 1954 mamorandurn he
stpposcdly wrobe recoim-
monding  employment of
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" The art‘cle that’ follows is part of The
“Planning of the Vicinam War, a study
by members of the lnstitute of Policy
‘Studies in  Washington,”
Richard J. Barnet, Marcus Raskin, and
. Ralph™ Stavins.* In’ their mtxoductxon
to the study, the authors write:
“In early 1970, Marcus Raskin con-
celved the idea of a study that would
explain how the Vietnam disaster hap-

pened by analyzing the planning of the -

war. A group of investigators directed
~'by Ralph Stavins concentrated on

finding out who did the actual plan-

‘ning that led ‘to the decisions to bomb
-North Vietnam, to introduce over a.
‘half-million troops into South Viet-
‘nam, to defoliate and destroy vast
areas of Indochina, and to cre ate‘
- millions of refugees in the arza.
* “Ralph Stavins, assisted by Canla‘
Pian, John Berkowitz, George Pipkin,
and Brian Eden, conducted more than
300 interviews in the course of this
study. Among  those interviewed
. were many Presidential advisers to-
\ Kennedy and Johnson, generals and
- admirals, middle level burcaucrats who
occupicd strategic positions in the
national security bureaicracy, and offi-
‘eials, military and civilian, who carried’
"out the policy in the ficld in Vietnam.
. * %4 npumber of informants backed up
" their oral statements with documents

in their possesszon,_znclud:ng informal
‘.mmures of meetings, ‘as well as por-

nons of the official documentary rec-| :

‘ord now known as the "Pem‘agon
Papers.” Our information is drawn not.
only from the Department of Defense,
but also from the White House, the
Department of State, and the Central
Intelligence Agencyt”

The study is being: pubhshed in two‘
_volumes. The first, which includes tnc:
- article below, will be published garly in
The second wnl appear in .
]The CIA referred to'the attempted coup

August,
May, 1972.

including -

22 JUL 1971

-, -«—-g
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At the end of March, 1961, the CIA

circulated a National Intelligence Esti-’

mate on the situation in South Viet-

" nam. This paper advised Kennedy that

Diem was 2 tyrant who was confronted
with two soutrces of discontent, the

non-Communist loyal opposition and

the Viet Cong. The two problems were
closely connected. Of- the spreading
Viet Cong network the CIA noted:

Local recruits and sympathetic or
intimidated villagers have enhanced:
Viet Cong control and influence
over increasing areas of the coun-
tryside. For example, more than
one-half of the entire rural region
.south ‘and southwest of Saigon, as
well as some arcas to the north
are under considerable Communist
control. Some of these areas are in
effect denied to all government
authority not immediately backed. .
by substantial armed force. The
Viet Cong’s strength encircles Sai-
gon and has recently begun to'
‘move closer in the city.

The people were not opposing these
recent advances by the Viet Cong; if
anything, they scemed to be support-
ing them. The failure to rally the
people against the Viet Cong was’ laid
to Diem’s dictatorial ruler

- There has becen an incrcasing dis-
position within official circles and
the army to question Diem’s abili-
ty to lead in this period, Many
feel that he is unable to rally the

~people in the fight against the
Communists because of his reli-

. ance on virtual onc-man rule, nis

-tolerance of corruption extending
even to his immediate entourage,
and his refusal to relax a rigid
system of public controls,

mthe regnonsxt,111ty of its -against - Diem -that--had- been "led by

‘authors and does not necessarily refiect
the views of the Instxtute its truatees

- or-fellows,
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, that reform

f-GencraI
‘concluded that another coup was Ii !\cly
"In spite of the gains by the Viet Cong,
they prcdxcted that the next attempt to,
overthrow Diem would originate with
the army and  the non-Communist
opposition. N '
The Communists would like to
initiate and control a coup against
Diem, and their armed and sub-
versive operations including united
front efforts are ditected toward
this purpose. It is more -likely,
however, that any coup atiempt
which occurs over the next year or
so will' originate among rnon-
Communist elements, perhaps a
combination of disgruntled civilian -
officials -and oppositionists and
army elements, broader than those
involved in the November attempt,

In view of the broadly based opposi-
tion to Diem’s regime and his virtual
reliance on one-man rule, it was ualike-
ly that he would initiate any reform
measures that would sap the strength |
of the revolutionaries. Whether reform
was conceived as widening the political .
base of the regime, which Diem would
not agree to, or whether it was to
consist of an intensified counter-
insurgency program, something the
people would not support, it hau;
become paipfl..liy clear to Washington
was not the path to
wctory But victory was the goal, and
Kennedy called upon Deputy Secretary .
of Defense Roswell Gilpatric to draw.
up the.victory plans. On April 20,
1961, Kennedy asked Gilpatric to:

a) Appraise the current status and
future prospects of the Communist
drive to dominate South Vietnam.
b) Recommend a serics of actions
(military, political, and/or econom-
ic, overt and/or covert) which will
prevent. Communist domination of
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Williom ¥ ‘mck[cy Iz, the
publisher of Naticnal Jt VICW,
acknowledge ater that.
{he magari Nt h@haJ col-
lection of 'f;u.]y clegsified

documents” was a hoax, 1t had
fooled a larga "‘-"m“m, (\f the
Americen news medi
'The disclosura that “IThe
Secret  Pepers” o Vich
were in fact an intricate spoof
was made by Mr. Buckicy at
an afternoon news couference,

““We admit we proccoeded fu
something “of an cthicat vacu-
wi,” Mr. Buckley sazid while
conceding that the magazine's

editors had composed the “dog-
uments” in their office.

But, smiling broadly, he said
that ona reason for this hoaxw
had beesn to demonstrete---In
the aftermath of The New York
Times's publication of a serics’

<

based on & Penlzgon study of
the Vietnam war---* tm m.“sgcd

documents yould be widely ae-
cepted as  genuine  provided
their conttnt was inherently

plausibla.”

RMeny  nirjor . newspinoers
f"t\’(‘ prominent  display  on
Tuesday and yesterday {o artis

¢las ahout the National

“docuinents” 'the two major
news agencizs-—United Piess
{International and The
ated Press -~ also disivibuted
lengthy  dispatches  quoting
fromnt ﬂ*e “highly classified doc-
as National Review
ribed tIme.

~ The Assoclated Press bulle
noting Mr. Pumdcy umclo‘;mn
of the hoax yesterday after-
noon interrupted a straightfor-
ward AP, dispatch ahout the
14 -pages of “dacuments.”

They -dealt with "shaiegv
and counterstrategy”™ in, VleL-
nam belween 1062 and 1966,
according {0 National Review.
The gomml impression con-
veyed by the material was of
United States officials, both
civitian and ilitary, seching
to avoid a long-ferm. mvolvv-
mentin Southeast Asia.

The “documents” included
“memoranda”  {rom Tentagon
officials, & “priveie letter” at-

Review,

EASS]

Agsocis

tributed to a former Ambasza-
dor to South Vietnam, several

lercgcd CentApproviedf

tional Review."
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Avency 5m>’nt< and “]1 gl

weriLic note” by Dican Nusk,
who wres dhen Scci ‘:.a];y of
ot
olaLe,

Jhey were ell, Mr. Buckley

said on Lz;,‘ ariival at Wennedy
thm,ur-.uﬂ Alrpoit from Ven-
couver, Lritish Coluinbia, “io
Tact compored last w c‘«r, oy
nihilo, in the effices

of MNa-

Fablic Staierients U

At Jeest of
rents,”  however,
composed  ex - nihilo
ex - Mew

“haoeu-

thz
were  not
—put  of
York

Soime

Times and the public 'latc-
ments and yritings of some of
mun\, given credit of author-

.c,hip in the magazine.

"The first {we momorandums

aunted i National Review
\\ ere In fect excerptesd from ac-
tual memorandoms printed by
The Times in its series in June
aud July about the secreg Ten-
fagon siudy of the A ‘,‘.xb..n
yole in Vietnain, e

The dates and S.ttribut,ion of
several  other  “memoranda”
jnatch the dates-of otuﬂx aclual
docunients also printed by The
Wirges in its s 5. Throughout
the decuments, there are both
quoted phraces and closn pere-
phrases of tuaterial from the
I'ﬁn‘a'von papers.

Only )’cw mmutcc before.
Wr. Lm,kh.y P.M. news ¢o

)LICXI(‘C I)anlcl 7 Fenkin, As-
istant Sceretary of Defense for
If‘ublic Affairs, asked whether
{he deparfment had reached an
decision concerning  the Na-
tional Review docwments, said:
“All 1 can sS4y is” we're still
looking inte it 7 .

A Dual Investigs mou

Both the Pentagon and the
Justice ” Department were  ine
vestigating ibe do"uments, Mr.
Henkin said, but “I don't have
a rcading for you at the
moment.” ],“111(‘1, a Juslice De-
partment spokesman sald that
the materis Was being
reviewed by the  internal
secwrity division “just as wc
reviewed the arlicles in The
New York Tines, The Wash-
ingteu Tost, The SE. T.ouis I'ost-
Disnzaich, The Yoston Globe,| s
and 'The Los Angeles Tines, to
delermine what they arve and
whether they are de%mr’ "

One of those identified Dy
National Review as® havingj ¢
writlen & docoment was Prof,

e 200%103164% é‘lA RD%GU%
99 JUL 1

as the co- zmu'or with Douglas
1’1;”'. ()‘ zA (cn-"u.\fmiml 0170
randum® on “Ihe Sirdcelure snd
ihe Obj .vuw..» of ithe ‘Mational
Liberation Yron{’” fo: Willi
P, bundy, iben an As
Sceretary of State, in 1684,

Dr. Jxaﬁcl, first usw‘ 3 about
thre “memorandum” by The
Times on Tuesday, said he could
ot e sure whether he and Mr.
Yike might have written such
21 .)tl ay. Yul"rday hovraver,

after reading Chimself, he
EA l' “U'm rmtum that's piecad
topether” from weritings aad

snecclhizs of his own and Mr,
rike,

£ Uncertedn Envo;-,/

One pa*‘aﬁwm qdys'ma
element of {he National | 3
{ion ]'orﬂ" 3 army is somotimes
veferred 10 “ag the ‘hard bats
(beenuse of {he fiberboard Vici.
winh helmets worn).,” Defore
Lir. Buckley's admisgion, Dr,
Yrager kaids “Um
convineed” that it wasg a spoof,

Several of thoze crodited with
authorship swmw "v(‘C‘Lt"i’l
carly yesterday whet nf*r the
hed, indeed, written the l”ft"ly
end memoranduns,  Elbpidee
]leun‘v the Uaited States Am-

bassador to  South  Victnam
from 1957 to 1861, said he
could not verify—or deny---
that.he had veritten the “pri-

vele letter” to v Rusk, dated
Aug. 10, 1065, printed in Ha
tional Revisw.,

“It's what T think,” dMe, Dure
brow said, 1 wrote lots of
lc‘itrﬂ to lots of pemle.”

ruesday night, Mr. Rusk aiso
indicated uncertaint y about an
ostensible “handwritten memo”
jof Febhruary, 1065, attributed to
i m, about the possibility of
de launv-vm on North Vie
namn or ihc- National Lm\utmn
Front--the Vie LCOl’iL‘.

Another of the “authors” |c

wag Dr, Danicl J, Boorstin, the

social historian who is director
of the Nationzl Museum of
listory and Technology, D

toorstin was credited with a
Sdraft memorandun” written in
1963, entitled “Froiracted Con-
flict and American listorical
and Societal Character,” dealing
with & meceting of the “Com-
mittee of Mistorians and Cul-
tural Anthropologists.”

CoIn an \intmv'uw with ‘The
Times Tuesday, it ,)oo:':tndc»
nied having written the

ingly that bhe bhalieved its au-

Lho" to 'n“ “lm- ssor X the
HYauthior” of o

spoof Dy Dl‘. ]3001‘s:tin,
Sociclony of the Absurd

he Amhcahfm of Frefes
Dr, Boovstin and o hr‘l‘s KVELe

wlled by The Tirnes o Tucs-

uay Jemes L. Greenfield, {or-

df: Heledbe 200103004 201 %ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁmsmﬁqemqgawszf

absolufcly, -

dl ft l‘
mnemorn :-ndum 7 hut said Jaugh-

5§70 sociclogical
“The
or:
301 X

=5
~

]
livgx. So we aveided dﬂ:m tye
ing the contents in our story
and tricd to check with the co-
calied authors.”

Deondal in

1,

Late Bditivns
"Ihe article in the Jdle edi-
tions of The Times 3cgmday

quoted Dr. Roorstin’s “denial,”
Foalr ibution of the memo 10
ofessor X and the assump-
tion, since \Umcd that hiz \.a
sor . 1t also qucmd 1)1.
ranoy 4% h vilw expre
certainty about his c\vnfuic*nfml
;mmummuuru and noling that
nothing in it was classiiied in-

alse quated Rir,
'o could not be

ctly, a3 having gaid
,( {esman thal be
siel
Ellsberg 3s.” 1n fact, Mr. Buck-
|ley, and his wife were visiting,
ier mother in Vancouver. i

Priscilla Backley, the manag-.
ing editor of the ma"uxm,
‘fearlier denied that the “mémo-
randa’” were a parody but wd
referred 2]l questions to Mt
Bu (‘r\}cg
Officials of most of tha news-|
u)u.\“u’ O gdl“l/d tione  con-

A
through ::
was “hiding out where e

kJ t]n they ]ma acceptad
Hh qe(‘xc.. papers”  at face
velue, with little or no atlernt

to (necl their authenticity.
Ben Bagdikian, national edi-
tor of The W%hmocol Poust,
which published -an ariicle r)y
a stafl writer, Don Obarderfer,
about the National Review
“documients” on ils front paze
said that The Post had :
sncn the news on the wire serv-
ces. Udable to find a copy of
thlOIldl }W\u‘\" at two loul
newsstands, Mr, Ragdikian said,
The Post obtained a Xerox
dupliczzlw of the copy in Senator
Jumes L. Buckley’s office, o
Senetor is a brother of Williamn
end Yriscilla Buclkley,
“Went With What We Ead?
Inquiries to National Re-
view's office, Mr, DBagdikian
suid, were met with the reply
that oaly My, DBuckley: could
answer questions, and he weas
unavailable, “We checkad our
owit documents and had none
that secmed 1o he reflected in
National Review,” Mr. Bag-
dikian said.

1110 newspaper Ulf‘ 1 “made a

at checking” the mwlu‘ial
wit‘n soyveral of the purported
authors and “¢hen. we went
with what we had,” he said.
Robert Iealy, executive cd-
itor of The Boston Globe, which
publishcd the Wasbington Post.
Los Angeles Times News Scirv-
ice version of Mr. Oberdorfer’s
ariicle on its {roat page yes-
terday morning, said his papor,
nal I’"
st ils)
own Penfason papors fwnrl \r('n.
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. Buekley  would 115& 7 sa
Liam ¥. Buckley Jur. said {oday: o
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of the Smithzonian’s National
slusewmn of Iistory and Teceh-
nology, told newsmen thiis
mosting that he had noti

wiitten the docwnent ascribed®

to" hira by {he Neational Re

vicw. Repeated offoris to

reach Deorstin Tuesday night,
before publication of news
articles .on the magezine dis-
closures, were unsuccessful.
But soversl of those named!

Srefh o b T Sdeneo »
whether hie has any oy 1ci(mcbias authors of fake docwments

that the “top secrel” govern- that sueh a vecoamendation| _jnelpding former Secretary

ment deemments on the Viet, Wes actually made by the Joint
X Yyl m Lo o Qband 111573 i
nom  war pllblifsil-‘,‘(} in his. 'C'thLf.\. .O_L St(i‘,‘.i: Or'cln} one elgz
e g . pin a high position in the Amer-
magazine,  National - Neview,ljean government, o
were a hoax desigzoed “lo dem-:

of State Deen Rusk, former
Seeretary of State Dean Ache-
son, and Prof. ¥rovk Trager--
were uhable to say Tuesday

( i v o n iv 4 - Iy \
Tt is inconcelveble to me piaht whether the documents

onstrate . .. that foz"é;{cd docli- Qm.!‘l {here is noqu‘y in the\/lf,tributm‘l to them were gen-
ments would ha widely ae.jYentagon, CIA or White NouseVyine,

cepted as genuine provided who has the same analylical

powers as a jundor cditor of
) N Netional Review, We were pro-
plausible, posing these things  seven

A subsidiary purpose, thepyears ago,” he said.

National Review editor told o+ The conscrvative editor, col-
news conference, was 1o prove umnist and television person-
“that it was “plausible” that ality was smiling, joking and

Oy

their content was inherenily

American officials hnd recom- obviously enjoying the Jinie-:
mended massive escaletion in Hght of an airport press con:

Victnam, as favercd by {ihe ference {o announce tha hoaw
conservative megazine., calter flying in from the Woest
Among  other things, the; Coast
false © documents  “showed”: Duckley said the documnents,
'hat highranking U, 8. offi.- Which took vp 14 pages of the
‘cials twice recomiaended use: current issue of the National
of muclear weapons in Viet-i Review, were composed last
nam in 10645 Headlined “The: Week in the magazine's ofrices.
iSceret Papers They Didn’t;'?](’- said the idea for the hoax
IPublish,” the documents had 188uC sprang “fullblown in"my
theen deseribed by the maga. Mind” and added dryly it was
lzine yesterday as “Tramments” 2n arduous  challenge”  to
from” extensive files  made emulate bhureaucratic prose.
‘availeble to it by an winamed ' Ihose who will want fo
Hnformant. _ guestion {the methods we used
| Buckley was ashed today if 30 order to make our demon-
it served any useful purpose stratmp may proceed {o do
for American news services to 59 said Buckley, facing three
lell the public and the world ¢2mera crews and ebout 10
on the basis of felse docu. Yeporters, “We admit {hat we
ments that the U. S. govern.. hroceeded in somewhat of an
ment had seriously cousidercq]| elhical vacuum.
using nuelear weapons in Viet.|., “Vhe New York Times has
nam, . Anstructed ws thal it is per
“If scems to me quile Ck,m.‘,;m_msﬂ)lu to treffic in stolen
ithat the fact we have m,(‘,’lmu_.idocuments. But they have not
. y . * 4 g e i1 13 “
arms suggests that they ought. ;-tet. )nstl.‘ugtc,’('l}‘lus ton __}'}f‘f(:‘h?‘
fo.be usod under cortain cir. f(.)]‘lfepcnnlssp e ’(3 {ra ‘1rc_ in
ged docurments,” he said.
cumstatces,” he replied. Buckley maintained that the

I “I03t could be demonstratedifallure of government agencics
Ahat in 1965 a demonsteation end former high officials 1o
drop [of nuclear.weapons] ont. ChAlende the authenlicity of
side of Malphong might save the National Review papors
. s SIVE gyas evidence of their “plaus-

the lives of 45,000 Americans, lihility” as mere paraphrases
T would suggest that it was a |of documents which do exist.
reasonable suggestion for the | There were denials belore
the Buckley news conference.

- Joint Chiefs to muke,” . PR
S : : Prof. Dauiel Boorstin, director|

Few if any of the cfficals
or agencies named in the docu-
ments had scen copies of the
National Beview, which could
not be found on newsstaids i
Washing{on Tucsday. -

When coples did  become
available in government, of-
ficials began te say they could
not find such docnments in
{heiy files, but they indicaeted
they were planning exlensive
searchoes.

The Washington Post got an
advance copy of the National:
Review on Tuesday, from the
office. of the editor’'s brother,
Sen. James 1. Buckley (C-
N.Y) Altached was a calling
card from {he senator’s press
secvetary, Y.conard Saffir, He
had written on it, “A journz,
listic coup. Messré, Buckley
and Rusher (National Review
publisher Williara A, Rusher)
descrve Iulitzer Prizes.”

Yestorday, Saffir said that
he had thought the decuments
yere gennine and that his boss
did not know anything about i_t
since he was away in Call-
fornia. Asked what he thought
(he hoax proved, Saffir said,
“\Maybe it highlights the gulli-
bility of the press. Maybe it
proves the press should be
more probing.”

At the 7press conference
here, William Yuckley ap-
peared unconcerned abm‘.t the
potential impact of the l}OﬂX‘
on the credibility of his Jour-
'pal, which claims 115,000 clr-
culation. ¥e said ihe ‘‘plausi-
ble” hoax enhances ihe Na-
tional Revicw’s reputation fer
snalysis. e

3u ekl oy mainteioed his
magazineg’s “larger purpones”
oxcused ils publication of cons
cocted documentls at least as
much as the “larger purposes”’
of major newspapers .‘;cuse:d
the publication of authentic
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